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Dear C-ris, 



^odsy Is an especially bad day, and daily, as th- fatigue grows, so do 
the number a±xzx and complexity of the things with, which must deal. * hope you 
will net consider the brivity of this response to your letter of 8/1 as brusqueness 
or lack of interest and appreciation. 



If I have -hot made it elea, then I must. A believe all my work should be 
edited. 1 believe one of the handicaps is the invective, i also believe it is not 
possible to satisfy the reviewers, and would consider nei "her writing nor editing 
with tads an an or toe objective. There are better reasons, and those I acknolwedge. 
What it boils down to is wnst I do with my time, an: the least effective way I can 
spend it, in my view, is in editing, fey be I’m wrong, but tne burden of getting onto 
paper, in any form, whet ’ have and what you cannot imagine is already:' intolerable. 

lentatnetically, 1 eleo work in other aress of which you have no knowledge, 
other subjects that I regard ss pert os th same one. 

Example* all of this new stuff of O’Connell’s is not new. I be d it in 1965 
and it will be in a book lareedy researched, with more then 0 'C has end in context. I 
s Iso have one of the gensrols on tape on it, with permission, and detsill 

The marginal notes is a mechanical impossibility because it would require 
a redaction in the text size, which is already too small. If I err ever get this 
entire work printed, sr th only the final chapter on the suit and the required 
additions to the appendix, it sill now run 640 pages. Can it be made larger? 

Either 1 didn't make clear hat A we driving at with Sparrow or your 
misunderstood it, for it it not that to which you address yourself. % purpose was 
not to refute Sparrow’s article qr book, ind that Z stuff, although you didn t 
know it, was already dated non v ince did it. fed been since April or May, 1966. 

The second -ara graph of your article for Penn war- wrong when you wrote 
it but you had no way of knowing it. I had it researched, the study done, two years 
before you wrote it. The question, again, is tne order of priorities, woat can 
find acceptability when, and the time for writing end the funds for printing. 



The comment you added to the commentary on Vince is correct, but^you 
simple do not and apparently carrot nut yourself into tne context in which hove 
to live and -ork, the fact that “ do no 1 - even hove time to properly outline and 
organize the writing , and tna multitude of twangs A must simultaneously keep iij 
mind, work on and keep going while I write. This is a matter of editing. Please 
try and remember that everytning you have seen is tne rough draft, tneir being no 
time for anything else, except at the cost of tne writing of anyother book, and here 
I will not consider tnat alternative. 



Y n ur point on simplificsticn^is^correet . and. it is e dcsireabie x CD ndition. 
On the cther°side, however, I tell you that the expensive correspondence neve 

received refutes it is more esses than you can imagine. However, I am of your view, 
^t is simply a physical impossibility for me. 



It would be not only a waste of time to write Hgskin, but at this point 
would be to abuse him. He has his own hangugs, ss we all do, and these we must 
tolerate and understand— and accomodate. It is not that A have written him, A have 
seen him at least dozens of times, ^olng back to 19o6 and intensively beginning 
in mid-1968. *e has been promising to make the 45-minute trip to hare for almost 
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tw ° years. S 0 has %chard Barnett, lie ha s not taken the time to read nay of tile 
??ork, and tile trip Hare tas tc show him the unpublished material. I dao?«d him 
one iile the day I got it and it left him speechless, the only time I’ve seen him 
that way. I^think nothing ever shook him as much.,~f he can remain immobile in the 
light of this, toe thing to do is leave him alone, at least for- the time being. 

Besices all of this, the sheer labor of retyping large part 3 of the 
work and renumbering the -ages and redoing the index rule all of that outk f 0 ~ me 
even if the cost is printing. The book can sueceeed in its present form, although ’ 
iu could also be taporived upon, and if this is the reason given for financing 
not being available, it i = an excuse, not a reason, Again, the cost is doing 
another two books in the time this would taka, in addition' to which, my wife ana I 
ere now pest exhaustion. 

The 1968 Rowan clip is svluafcle and I’d like to have it and tr» a^a 
include it, if only in the appendix. 

Please also remember that in addition to all of this I’m drafting and 
filing lawsuits, which have done some good and can ana will do more. One is not 
filed or to be, another i- being retyped for this purpose, two others are drafted 
and to be re visaed and edited. 

An d I am so eeary, so broke-and in so many ways, so all alone. 



sincere thanks 





